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Sir: 

REMARKS 

Applicant offers the following comments in response to the Examiner's Statement 
of Reasons for Allowance set forth on page 2 of the Notice of Allowability dated January 4, 2006 
Even though the application includes two independent formulations of the invention (i.e., 
independent claim 1 and independent claim 10), the Reasons for Allowance paraphrases only 
claim language of claim 10. Accordingly, while the Statement appears to be an accurate 
statement of reasons for allowing claim 10, Applicant notes that the Examiner's Statement does 
not accurately reflect the actual claim language of claim 1 . For instance, claim 1 recites, inter 
alia, 

"...a first storage section for successively renewing the 
temporarily stored data successively generated according to the 
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PCM audio data and temporality storing thereof, and appropriately 
repeatedly reading out the temporarily stored data which is 
temporarily stored, and successively outputting thereof; and 

a switching section for selecting either one of the PCM 
audio data successively outputted from said compression decoder 
or the temporarily stored data stored in said first storage section, 
and outputting thereof. . 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfially submits that each claim is patentable based on its 
own language and not based on any paraphrasing or addition of language that may have been 
made by the Examiner. 

Further, Patent Office personnel are requested to note that the present submission does 
not adversely affect the patent term adjustment accrued by the Applicant to date . As emphasized 
in the "Clarification of 37 C.F.R. §1 .704(c)(10) - Reduction of Patent Term Adjustment for 
Certain Types of Papers Filed After a Notice of Allowance Has Been Mailed," 12470G1 1 1 
(6/26/01), "a response to the examiner's reasons for allowance" is an example of a paper that 
does "not cause substantial interference and delay in the patent issue process" and is "not 
considered a 'failure to engage in reasonable efforts' to conclude processing or examination of 
the application." 
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Therefore, the Applicant remains entitled to the fiill patent term adjustment of 597 days 
set forth on page 3 of the Notice of Allowance dated January 4, 2006. 



Respectfiilly submitted, 
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